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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


‘Our Moment to Go on 
Offense’: NRA Makes Big 
Plans for Trump Presidency 

By Lois Beckett 

The National Rifle 
Association has won. The candidate 
the NRA backed with an 
unprecedented $30m in ad buys is 
heading to the White House. 
Republicans will control both houses of 
Congress. Donald Trump has pledged 
to nominate a supreme court justice 
who supports gun rights. 

NRA CEO Wayne LaPierre 
pledged to go after the “tyrannical 
erosion of gun rights” in the relatively 
small number of states with very strict 
gun control laws, such as New York 
and California. He assailed their 
“deceitful web of gun bans, ammo 
bans, magazine bans, exorbitant fees, 
and taxes and registration schemes”. 

The NRA’s priority is a 
federal law that would make gun¬ 
carrying permits issued in one state 
valid across the country, which would 
make carrying a concealed firearm 
across the country as easy as driving 
your car across state lines. 

This federal national 
reciprocity law, which Trump has 
already endorsed, would mean that 
tourists from other states could soon 
carry their guns around New York City. 
Gun control advocates have called the 
potential reciprocity law “dangerous”. 

Adam Winkler, a University 
of California Los Angeles law professor 
and gun politics expert, said he 
believed that if reciprocity passed, “the 
NRA is going to organize gun owners 
to descend en masse in places like 
New York City.” 

Another high priority for the 
NRA is to end “the absolute fallacy of 
gun-free zones”, LaPierre said in his 


post-election video address. “Not one 
more American serviceman or woman 
should be murdered on a military base 
because the government denied their 
right to defend themselves with a 
firearm.” 

Barack Obama’s defense 
department released a new directive on 
18 November that clarifies the process 
of how commanders can give service 
members approval to carry their own 
personal weapons for self-defense on 
military bases. 

A defense department 
spokesman said the new directive was 
prompted by mass shooting attacks at 
the Fort Hood military base in 2009 and 
at two military facilities in Tennessee in 
2015. 

Trump also promised to roll 
back Obama’s January executive 
actions on gun control, which were 
announced by the White House with 
great fanfare. 

With Republicans 

controlling both Congress and the 
White House, gun rights advocates 
have also focused on the possibility of 
loosening restrictions on some 
weapons, including removing gun 
silencers from the legal category of 
especially dangerous weapons. 

Gun violence prevention 
groups, which won three important 
victories on state-level ballot measures 
to advance gun control, pledged to 
keep pushing for gun control 
legislation. 

“It’s more important than 
ever that gun safety groups like ours to 
continue to grow, to protect the 
progress we’ve made, and to fight for 
responsible change,” said Peter 
Ambler, the executive director of 
Americans for Responsible Solutions, a 
gun control group founded by the 
former congresswoman Gabby 


Giffords, who survived being shot 
during a public meeting in 2011. 

Republicans will have at 
least 51 senators in the next Congress. 
But Ambler said that legislation in the 
Senate would still need 60 votes to get 
approval, and that securing that 60th 
vote could be hard to come by. 

Gun sales spiked under 
Obama’s presidency, and the NRA had 
warned members that Obama was the 
most anti-gun president in history. The 
threat of potential gun control has 
served as an ironic boost to gun sales. 

The day after the election, 
shares of the US’s two largest gun 
companies fell more than 10%, a 
seeming reaction to Trump’s victory. 

“[The NRA's] membership 
tends to stagnate, and contributions 
tend to fall, when the government is 
more sympathetic,” said Robert Spitzer, 
a gun politics expert at the State 
University of New York (SUNY) 
Cortland. 

“When they’ve had friendly 
presidents in the White House they 
would try to find some other person to 
demonize to keep their membership 
interested,” Spitzer said. “Who the 
demons will be now, I’m not sure. 
Maybe Chuck Schumer or a new 
Democratic leader. But they’ll find 
demons, they will, because that’s what 
they do.” 

— Guardian UK 29 November 2016 

Ron Paul Warns of False 
Flags And A ‘Shadow 
Government’ 

By Alex Pfeiffer 
Former Republican Texas 
Congressman Ron Paul warned that a 
“false flag” event could get President¬ 
elect Donald Trump in a foreign 
entanglement and said a “shadow 







government” undermined President 
Barack Obama’s foreign policy 

“The War in Iraq we spent 
$2 trillion, thousands of lives ... George 
Bush made a mistake,” the president¬ 
elect said during a February debate. 

Paul has made a career 
partly out of attacking policies that 
championed the Iraq war, but the 
libertarian does not think that Trump’s 
victory marked a defeat for 
neoconservatives. “He’s very friendly 
with a lot of them right now, he’s talking 
to them,” Paul said. “We don’t have a 
final answer, we have to wait to see 
who gets appointed.” 

Paul pointed to reports that 
Rudy Giuliani might be named 
secretary of state as an example of 
this. 

“All we need is a false flag 
and an accident and everybody will be 
for teaching them a lesson,” Paul 
added about the potential to intervene 
in the Middle East. 

The phrase “false flag” 
describes a covert operation 
undertaken by a nation or group that is 
meant to deceive and place the blame 
on another organization or nation for 
the potential purpose of providing a 
context for war. In the early 1960s, U.S 
military advisers reportedly drafted a 
plan that said, “we could blow up a U.S. 
ship in Guantanamo Bay and blame 
Cuba.” — dailycaller.com/2016/11/21 

Being Watched 

By Colleen Flaherty 

A new website is asking 
students and others to “expose and 
document” professors who 
“discriminate against conservative 
students, promote anti-American 
values and advance leftist propaganda 
in the classroom.” 

The site, called Professor 
Watchlist, is not without precedent -- 
predecessors include the now-defunct 
Nolndoctrination.org, which logged 
accounts of alleged bias in the 
classroom. There's also David 
Horowitz's 2006 book, The Professors: 
The 101 Most Dangerous Academics in 
America. But such efforts arguably 
have new meaning in an era of talk 
about registering certain social groups 
and concerns about free speech. 

At the same time, the new 
list has attracted Twitter jokesters 
under the hashtag #trollprofwatchlist, 
with complaints about Indiana Jones, 
Professor Plum of "Clue University," 
and Gilderoy Lockhart from Harry 
Potter's Hogwarts School of Witchcraft 
and Wizardry, among others. 


Professor Watchlist, 

launched Monday, is a project of 
Turning Point USA. The group’s 
mission is to “identify, educate, train 
and organize students to promote the 
principles of fiscal responsibility, free 
markets and limited government.” 

The group’s founder, 
Charlie Kirk — a millennial who has 
emerged in some conservative political 
circles as a major player -- did not 
immediately respond to a request for 
comment about Professor Watchlist, 
but he promoted it on social media. 

In a write-up of the project, 
Kirk said, “It’s no secret that some of 
America’s college professors are totally 
out of line” and that he often hears 
stories about “professors who attack 
and target conservatives, promote 
liberal propaganda and use their 
position of power to advance liberal 
agendas in their classroom. Turning 
Point USA is saying enough is enough. 
It’s time we expose these professors.” 

— www.insidehighered.com November 
22,2016 

Political Correctness: How 
the Right Invented a Phantom 
Enemy 

By Moira Weigel 

In October 1990 NY Times 
reporter Richard Bernstein warned in 
“The Rising Hegemony of the Politically 
Correct” that the country’s universities 
were threatened by “a growing 
intolerance, a closing of debate, a 
pressure to conform.” 

Bernstein had recently 
returned from Berkeley. He wrote that 
there was an “unofficial ideology of the 
university”, according to which “a 
cluster of opinions about race, ecology, 
feminism, culture and foreign policy 
defines a kind of ‘correct’ attitude 
toward the problems of the world”. For 
instance, “Biodegradable garbage bags 
get the PC seal of approval. Exxon 
does not.” 

The following month, Wall 
Street Journal columnist Dorothy 
Rabinowitz decried the “brave new 
world of ideological zealotry” at 
American universities. In December 
Newsweek featured the “THOUGHT 
POLICE”. New York magazine 
proclaimed that “The New Fascists” 
were taking over universities. 

Bernstein then wrote 
Dictatorship of Virtue: Multiculturalism 
and the Battle for America’s Future. He 
compared American college campuses 
to France during the Reign of Terror, 
during which tens of thousands of 
people were executed. 


Until the late 1980s, “political 
correctness” was used exclusively 
within the left, and almost always 
ironically as a critique of excessive 
orthodoxy. But soon enough, the term 
was rebranded by the right, who turned 
its meaning inside out. They said that 
PC constituted a leftwing political 
programme that was seizing control of 
American universities and cultural 
institutions. 

In 1987 Allan Bloom's The 
Closing of the American Mind argued 
that colleges were embracing a shallow 
“cultural relativism” and abandoning 
long-established disciplines and 
standards. 

Roger Kimball's Tenured 
Radicals: How Politics Has Corrupted 
our Higher Education, argued that an 
“assault on the canon” was taking place 
and that a “politics of victimhood” had 
paralysed universities. As evidence, he 
cited departments such as African 
American studies and women’s studies. 

In 1991, in Illiberal Education: 
the Politics of Race and Sex on 
Campus Dinesh D’Souza argued that 
admissions policies that took race into 
consideration were producing a “new 
segregation on campus” and “an attack 
on academic standards”. Forbes ran an 
article by D’Souza with the title: 
“Visigoths in Tweed.” 

In truth, these crusaders 
against political correctness were every 
bit as political as their opponents. As 
Jane Mayer documents in Dark Money: 
the Hidden History of the Billionaires 
Behind the Rise of the Radical Right, 
Bloom and D’Souza were funded by 
conservative donors - particularly the 
Koch, Olin and Scaife families - who 
had spent the 1980s building 
programmes that they hoped would 
create a new “counter-intelligentsia”. 

After 2001, debates about 
political correctness were replaced by 
arguments about Islam and terrorism. 
But in the final years of the Obama 
presidency, political correctness made 
a comeback. Or rather, anti-political- 
correctness did. 

The buzzwords were new: 
“trigger warnings”, “safe spaces”, 
“microaggressions”, “privilege” and 
“cultural appropriation”. This time, 
students received more scorn than 
professors - millennials are spoiled 
narcissists, who want to prevent 
anyone expressing opinions that they 
happen to find offensive. 

In January 2015 Jonathan 
Chait argued in New York magazine 
(“Not a Very PC Thing to Say”) that 
political correctness was no longer 
confined to universities - now, he 
argued, it had taken over social media. 




Meanwhile, a strange 
convergence was taking place. While 
Chait and his fellow liberals decried 
political correctness, Donald Trump 
and his followers were doing the same 
thing. 

Trump inaugurated a new 
phase - anti-political-correctness - both 
exploiting the tried-and-tested methods 
of the early 1990s and adding his own 
innovations. 

The opponents of political 
correctness always said they were 
crusaders against authoritarianism. In 
fact, anti-PC has paved the way for the 
populist authoritarianism now 
spreading everywhere. Trump is anti¬ 
political correctness gone mad. 

— Guardian UK November 30, 2016 

Katie Couric files for 
dismissal of gun group’s 
defamation lawsuit 

Katie Couric is fighting back 
against a gun group's claim that she 
defamed them. 

The TV personality’s legal 
team called for a dismissal on Tuesday 
of the $13 million lawsuit filed by The 
Virginia Citizens Defense League 
against Couric, the documentary 
"Under the Gun," director Stephanie 
Soechtig, Epix, and others who worked 
on the film. 

The eight-second scene in 
question shows Couric interviewing 
members of the VCDL and asking: “If 
there are no background checks for 
gun purchasers, how do you prevent 
felons or terrorists from purchasing a 
gun?" 

The film shows members of 
the group rendered silent by Couric’s 
question. However, in the unedited 
version, one person responds that if 
you’re not in jail, you should have the 
right to buy guns. 

Couric and Atlas Films motion 
to dismiss states: "No reasonable 
viewer could interpret the film that way, 
because just before the exchange in 
question, the film explicitly depicted 
them explaining why they oppose 
background checks....Defendants have 
never disputed that editorial choice 
may fairly be subject to criticism and 
debate, and indeed it has been. But 
whatever one thinks about the propriety 
of the edit, it simply does not rise to the 
level of defamation." 

The court filing follows 
Couric's earlier admission that she 
regretted the clip edit. 

"I take responsibility for a 
decision that misrepresented an 
exchange I had with members of the 
Virginia Citizens Defense League 


(VCDL)," Couric wrote earlier this year. 
"My question to the VCDL regarding 
the ability of convicted felons and those 
on the terror watch list to legally obtain 
a gun, was followed by an extended 
pause, making the participants appear 
to be speechless....! regret that those 
eight seconds were misleading and that 
I did not raise my initial concerns more 
vigorously." 

A Virginia federal judge will 
decide whether there is sufficient 
evidence to continue with the lawsuit. 

- foxnews.com November 30, '2016 

Brady Campaign Honors 
Katie Couric for Discredited 
Gun Control Documentary 

The documentary —Under the 
Gun — drew a lawsuit from the Virginia 
Citizens Defense League (VCDL) over 
“misleading" edits. 

Yet the Brady Campaign 
awarded Couric a “Bear Award" for the 
documentary. PEOPLE magazine 
reported the award without any mention 
of the “misleading" edits or the 
defamation suit. Rather, they said, 
“Couric was also honored for her gun 
violence prevention film." 

- www.breitbart.com 17 Nov. 2016 

UN Finally Offers ‘Half 
Apology’ to Haiti for Cholera 
Outbreak 

After six years of refusing to 
accept full responsibility for causing a 
deadly Cholera outbreak in Haiti which 
has killed up to 30,000 people since 
2010, U.N. Secretary-General Ban Ki- 
moon finally offered what he suggested 
was an official apology on Thursday. 

Speaking at a special meeting 
of the U.N. General Assembly in New 
York, he addressed his remarks directly 
to the Haitian people in Creole and 
French. "We apologize to the Haitian 
people. We simply did not do enough 
with regard to the cholera outbreak and 
spread in Haiti. We are profoundly 
sorry for our role," said Ban. 

Ban added that the U.N. role 
in the epidemic "leaves a blemish on 
the reputation of U.N. peacekeeping 
and the organization worldwide. For the 
sake of the Haitian people, but also for 
the sake of the United Nations itself, we 
have a moral responsibility to act and a 
collective responsibility to deliver." 
While Ban’s statement did accept 
"moral" responsibility, it was careful to 
avoid any admission of legal liability. 

U.N. Special Rapporteur on 
Extreme Poverty and Human Rights 
Philip Alston slammed the statement, 
calling it a "half apology". Alston told 


the Guardian that the " determination 
not to accept legal responsibility 
entrenches a scandalous legal 
maneuver designed to sidestep the 
U.N.’s legal obligations," adding that 
"the secretary-general apologizes that 
the U.N. has not done more to 
eradicate cholera, but not for causing 
the disease in the first place.” 

The cholera epidemic first 
struck Haiti in October 2010. The first 
people affected by the outbreak lived 
near a U.N. base housing over 450 
peacekeepers, recently transferred 
from Nepal where cholera was already 
an issue. Multiple studies identified the 
peacekeepers as ground zero for the 
epidemic which has since spread 
throughout the Caribbean. 

— teleSUR 2 December 2016 

Member of UN’s Program of 
Action on Small Arms: 
'Stricter gun control is 
inevitable' 

By S.H. Blannelberry 

According to Philip Alpers' 
op-ed on CNN, “Trump or Clinton, 
Stricter Gun Control Is Inevitable.” 

Alpers is director of 
GunPolicy.org, a global project of the 
Sydney School of Public Health, which 
compares armed violence, firearm 
injury prevention and gun law across 
350 jurisdictions world-wide. He's been 
a member of the UN’s Program of 
Action on small arms since 2001. 

“The Second Amendment to 
the Constitution is just that — an 
amendment. As with universal suffrage, 
the abolition of slavery and Prohibition, 
Americans are free to change an 
outdated law,” wrote Alpers. “The 
solution to armed violence, America’s 
fatal flaw, is not unthinkable.” 

“In many other nations, 
improvements are well under way,” 
wrote Alpers. “Latin Americans, for 
example, suffer gun death rates to 
make your toes curl. For this reason 
Brazil, Argentina, and Colombia joined 
Australia, the United Kingdom and 
democratic countries in the Pacific Rim 
in mounting massive national 
disarmament and firearm destruction 
programs, each followed by fewer gun 
deaths.” 

That’s humorous. Back in 
March, NPR ran a story entitled, “Brazil 
Has Nearly 60,000 Murders, And It May 
Relax Gun Laws.” 

Not surprisingly, many 
Brazilians are not able to get the 
means to protect themselves (Brazil 
boasts a civilian gun ownership of 8 
guns per 100 people). 




In the U.S. we average 
around 8,500 gun murders per year. 
However, we also have 116 million 
more people than Brazil Plus, we 
average 88 guns per 100 people. 

Yet, people like Alpers’ll 
continue to call for eliminating one’s 
right to keep and bear arms. 

“But as with the toll of road- 
related deaths, a range of long-term 
public health initiatives will gradually 
work in parallel to save countless lives,” 
wrote Alpers. “Gun buyer background 
checks, micro-stamping of firearms and 
ammunition as a crime-busting tool, 
smart guns that only the owner can fire 

— and yes, licensing and registration 

— must ever so slowly become the 
norm.” 

A fool’s errand if there ever 

was one. 

When background checks 
fail, we need registration. When 
registration fails, we need confiscation. 
When confiscation backfires, we need 
to eliminate pro-gunners aka patriots. 
Yup, that’s the endgame. To totally kill 
the autonomy and personal freedoms 
of the individual. 

— www.gunsamerica.com November 
3rd, 2016 

Jury delivers devastating 
blow to U.S. DOJ: ‘Malheur7’ 
not guilty! 

By Roger I. Roots, J.D., Ph.D. 

Just days ago I reported on 
the federal trial of the “Malheur 7” 
(Ammon Bundy, Ryan Bundy, Shawna 
Cox, Jeff Banta, David Fry, Neil 
Wampler and Ken Medenbach). I was 
privileged to have a front row seat at 
the trial as a volunteer paralegal and 
legal researcher for Ryan Bundy, who 
represented himself. 

Almost everyone who followed 
the “Oregon Bundy case” predicted 
convictions all around. A dozen co¬ 
defendants pled guilty before the trial 
began. Coverage of the case in 
Oregon’s largest circulating 
newspapers presented the case wholly 
from a prosecution perspective. 

The U.S. Justice Department 
alleged in Count 1 that the seven 
defendants (and many others) had 
engaged in an “armed standoff’ at the 
federal wildlife refuge with the intent of 
scaring away the various government 
employees who normally work there. 
Every defendant was utterly innocent of 
the allegation. Several defendants were 
also charged with firearm possession in 
federal facilities with the intent of 
commit a federal felony (the conspiracy 
alleged in Count 1). And two 
defendants, Ryan Bundy and Ken 


Medenbach, were accused of stealing 
federal property valued over a 
thousand dollars. 

In fact, Ammon Bundy and the 
other defendants took a monumental 
(and quite daring) stand for the plain 
text of the Constitution when they 
occupied the Malheur Refuge in 
January of this year. They pointed to 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 17 which 
seems to plainly forbid the federal 
government from owning land inside 
the states unless the states agree to 
sell such real estate to the federal 
government. 

Needless to say, the present 
reality in the American west is in sharp 
contrast to this piece of constitutional 
text. The feds claim to own and control 
millions of acres of land in western 
states - most of which (such as the 
Malheur Refuge area) was never 
purchased from state legislatures or 
anyone else. 

The most frightening 
revelations from the Malheur 7 trial 
involved the lengths which the U.S. 
government went to in its prosecution. 
During the Bundy occupation, the FBI 
literally took over the tiny nearby town 
of Burns, Oregon and transformed it 
into an Orwellian dystopia. There were 
license plate scanners mounted on 
utility poles, drones throughout the 
skies, and military transport vehicles 
speeding across the countryside. FBI 
agents captured and monitored every 
phone number connected between 
every accused occupier. Federal and 
state police appeared in such numbers 
that their total numbers will probably 
never be fully tallied. 

The occupation was met with 
a bonanza of government spending at 
every level. The U.S. Fish & Wildlife 
and BLM employees who were 
supposedly too frightened to go to work 
were put up luxury hotels, with their 
families. 

Most startling of all were the 
undercover government informants that 
were revealed at the trial. After weeks 
of wrangling and arguing with the 
defense lawyers, the Justice 
Department stipulated that at least nine 
undercover informants were planted 
among the Refuge occupiers. Thus, 
informants outnumbered the 
defendants on trial. One informant was 
even a “bodyguard” for Ammon Bundy 
and drove him to his arrest. Another 
informant admitted he trained occupiers 
in shooting and combat skills. 

After a week of deliberating 
over the evidence, the jury came back 
with its verdict, acquitting every 
defendant. (Jurors said they were 
divided regarding an accusation that 


Ryan Bundy aided and abetted the 
theft of government property when he 
and others took down two government 
surveillance cameras.) 

There are reports that the U.S. 
Justice Department spent $100 million 
on the case. But twelve Americans saw 
through the government’s cloud of 
disinformation and dealt a might blow 
for liberty. 

— LewRockwell.com October 28, 2016 

Civics 101 

The wisdom of our Founding 
Fathers is astounding. 

Here’s a quick lesson in the 
Electoral College and why it was 
created as a compromise to maintain 
the separation of powers. 

The original ideas for electing 
a President were: 

Congress 

State Legislatures 

Direct Popular Vote 

To resolve the deadlock the 
Electoral College became the 
compromise. 

2016 ELECTION ANALYSIS 

Our Founders in their infinite 
wisdom created the Electoral College 
to ensure the STATES were fairly 
represented. Why should one or two 
densely populated areas speak for the 
whole of the nation? 

The following statistics should 
finally put an end to the argument as to 
why the Electoral College makes 
sense. 

--There are 3,141 counties in 
the United States. 

■ Trump won 3,084 of them. 

Clinton won 57. 

--There are 62 counties in 
New York State. 

Trump won 46 of them. 

Clinton won 16. 

-Clinton won the popular vote 
by approx. 2.0 million votes. In the 5 
counties that encompass NYC, (Bronx, 
Brooklyn, Manhattan, Richmond & 
Gueens) Clinton received well over 2 
million more votes than Trump. 

These 5 counties 
comprise 319 square miles. 

The United States is 
comprised of 3,797,000 square miles. 

-Clinton also won by over 2.0 
million votes in California. 

When you have a country that 
encompasses almost 4 million square 
miles of territory, it would be ludicrous 
to even suggest that the vote of those 
who inhabit a mere 319 square miles 
should dictate the outcome of a 
national election. Densely populated 
Democrat cities (NYC, Chicago, LA, 
Philadelphia, Miami, etc.) don’t and 




shouldn’t speak for the rest of our 
country. 

Thomas Jefferson saw the 
potential problem and penned the 
following. 

“When we get piled upon one 
another in large cities, as in Europe, we 
shall become as corrupt as Europe.” 
(This quote has been researched and 
is accurate.) -- Anonymous email 

What to Make of the New 
Study of Florida’s ‘Stand Your 
Ground’ Law 

By Andrew F. Branca 
The Journal of the 
American Medical Association 
disgraced itself Monday by publishing a 
fatally flawed study of Florida’s ‘Stand 
Your Ground’ Law. 

The paper, “Evaluating the 
Impact of Florida’s ‘Stand Your Ground’ 
Self-defense Law on Homicide and 
Suicide by Firearm”, conflates 
“homicide” and “murder,” and thus 
cannot result in valid findings with 
respect to “murder” in particular or with 
public safety in general. Also, the study 
contrasts Florida’s Stand Your Ground 
law with four purportedly non-Stand 
Your Ground states. One of the four, 
however, routinely applies Stand Your 
Ground doctrine in much the same 
manner as does Florida. This failure of 
methodology substantively invalidates 
the paper’s findings. 

By failing to distinguish 
between “murder” and “homicide” (until 
the third-to-last sentence of the paper) 
JAMA conflates unlawful and lawful 
killings. For example, an intended rape 
victim who shoots and kills her rapist 
has committed a homicide; she has not 
committed a murder. Her homicide of 
the rapist is lawful self-defense. Indeed, 
it is quite possible that 100 percent of 
the increase in Florida homicides, 
which the paper attributes to the Stand 
Your Ground law, were in fact lawful 
acts of self-defense. 

The second fundamental 
error is that the authors have a basic 
ignorance of the legal principles they 
are purporting to study. (Incidentally, I 
extend an open invitation to 
researchers desiring insight on these 
legal issues.) 

The paper contrasts Stand 
Your Ground in Florida to four 
purportedly non-Stand Your Ground 
states. Although New York, New 
Jersey, and Ohio impose a legal duty to 
retreat on all defenders who have the 
safe means to do so before they are 
permitted to resort to deadly force in 
self-defense, Virginia does not. 
(Though under Virginia law, a defender 


who has made a “contribution to the 
affray” — that is, someone who is not 
an entirely innocent party in the conflict 

— does indeed have a legal duty to 
retreat before using deadly force in 
self-defense.) But to include Virginia 
among the set of non-Stand Your 
Ground states used as a contrast for 
Florida is to fundamentally undermine 
the study’s methodological validity on 
this point. 

The authors fell into this 
error because they mistakenly believe 
that America’s Stand Your Ground laws 
are to be found only in statutes, the 
laws created by the state legislatures. 
America also recognizes case law, the 
laws created by decisions of courts. 
The paper claims that Stand Your 
Ground doctrine is the law in 23 states. 
In fact, 35 states impose no legal duty 
on a defender to retreat. The states the 
authors missed largely enacted Stand 
Your Ground not through statute but 
through case law. 

For example, in California, 
based on its case law dating back to 
1898, a defender may not only stand 
his ground, he may even pursue his 
attacker if necessary for his safety. 
California has not a single Stand Your 
Ground statute on the books. It is 
noteworthy that the authors 
erroneously fail to include California as 
among the Stand Your Ground states. 

This error strongly suggests 
that not only did the authors either not 
understand or choose to conceal the 
vital distinction between “murder” and 
“homicide,” they fundamentally don’t 
understand how the legal doctrine of 
Stand Your Ground is implemented or 
created in American law. 

The conflation of murder 
and homicide and the basic ignorance 
of the legal principles in question are 
only the beginning of its authors’ errors. 
The two described above, however, 
should be more than sufficient to 
compel JAMA to immediately retract 
this paper. 

— National Review November 16, 2016 

Cop is charged with 
manslaughter 

By Hannah Parry 

The Minnesota cop who 
shot and killed Philando Castile during 
a traffic stop has been charged with 
second-degree manslaughter after 
prosecutors claimed the use of deadly 
force was not justified. 

St. Anthony police officer 
Jeronimo Yanez shot Castile, 32, 
seven times in Falcon Heights, a 
suburb of St Paul, on July 6. 


His girlfriend Diamond 
Reynolds, who was in the passenger 
seat, live streamed the gruesome 
aftermath of the fatal shooting on 
Facebook. 

She insists that her 
boyfriend was reaching for his ID. 
Castile had just told Yanez that he had 
a gun permit and was armed. 

Yanez's attorney, Tom 
Kelly, argued his client had been 
reacting to the presence of a gun, and 
insisted one reason Yanez pulled 
Castile over was because he thought 
he looked like an armed robbery 
suspect. 

But Ramsey County 
Attorney John Choi found that 
'unreasonable fear cannot justify the 
use of deadly force'. He also revealed 
that Castile's last words were: 'I wasn't 
reaching for it.’ 

'The mere mention or 
presence of a firearm alone cannot 
justify the use of deadly force,' Choi 
added. 

If found guilty, Yanez could 
face up to ten years in jail and a 
$20,000 fine. 

When looking at whether to 
file charges, authorities must determine 
if the officer believed he or she, or 
fellow officers, were in danger in the 
moment the decision is made to shoot. 

If the fear of danger is 
deemed reasonable, charges are 
typically not filed. To prove a serious 
charge such as murder, prosecutors 
must also show that the officer was not 
just reckless, but had ill intentions. 

— dailymail.co.uk November 16, 2016 

Anti-Islam Dutch politician 
found guilty of discrimination 

A Dutch court found anti-Islam 
politician Geert Wilders guilty Friday of 
insulting an ethnic group and inciting 
discrimination after he led chants 
against Moroccans. 

Wilders, the controversial 
leader of the Netherlands’ far-right 
Freedom Party (PVV), said he plans to 
appeal the verdict. His party is leading 
in polls ahead of the country’s 
upcoming general election in March. 

In March 2014, Wilders 
sparked outrage at a rally in The Hague 
after asking supporters whether they 
wanted more or fewer Moroccan 
immigrants in the Netherlands. 

After the crowd chanted, 

“Fewer! Fewer!” Wilders responded: 
“We’re going to organize that.” More 
than 6,400 people filed official 

complaints to the police. 

The court imposed no 

punishment on Wilders, saying the 




conviction was punishment enough. 
The prosecution wanted to impose a 
fine of 5,000 euros ($5,288). 

If he becomes the next Dutch 
prime minister, Wilders has vowed to 
ban the Koran, close mosques and 
Islamic schools and stop immigration 
from Muslim countries. 

-washingtonpost.com Dec. 9, 2016 

Police Expect Trump to Lift 
Limits on Surplus Military 
Gear 

If president-elect Donald 
Trump keeps his promise, surplus 
military grenade launchers, bayonets, 
tracked armored vehicles and high- 
powered firearms and ammunition will 
once again be available to state and 
local U.S. police departments. 

President Barack Obama 
issued an executive order restricting 
that access in 2015 amid an outcry 
over police use of armored vehicles 
and other war-fighting gear to confront 
protesters in Ferguson, Missouri, after 
the fatal shooting of Michael Brown. 

Peter Kraska, a professor at 
Eastern Kentucky University's School 
of Justice Studies who has studied the 
militarization of police, said there's 
nothing to justify most police 
departments having such equipment. 

But Cass County, North 
Dakota, Sheriff Paul Laney said the 
executive order is aimed at urban areas 
and ignores the usefulness of tracked 
vehicles in rugged terrain. 

- AP, December 11,2016 

What Conservatives get right 
about guns 

Gun policy expert Lois 
Beckett of the Guardian US explains 
the four things you need to know about 
firearms in America. 

I grew up in Connecticut, 
firmly on one side of the gun culture 
war. My parents thought it was wrong 
even to let kids play with toy guns. But I 
made a vow to myself when I started 
covering this debate: I would not be 
one of those New York City journalists 
who writes ignorant, condescending 


stories about “gun nuts.” 

My job as The Guardian 
US’s gun reporter is to explore: Why do 
we struggle to fix America’s gun 
violence problem? What would it take 
to save more lives? 

When I dug into the data, I 
found some basic facts that liberals 
who want to reduce gun violence need 
to understand. 

1. Banning assault weapons would do 
almost nothing 

Only 3.6 percent of gun murders are 
committed with any kind of rifle, 
according to FBI data. 

2. Owning 17 guns really isn’t that 
extreme 

Just 3% of American adults own half 
the country’s guns, a new 
Flarvard/Northeastern study 

estimated—an average of 17 guns 
each. But guns are tools: different rifles 
for hunting different kinds of game, plus 
a shotgun, a handgun or two for self¬ 
protection, and some antique guns 
inherited from your grandfather. 

3. Only a tiny fraction of America’s 
guns are used in crimes 

American civilians own between 265 
million and 400 million guns. About 
100,000 Americans are killed or 
violently injured with guns each year— 
a number that includes gun suicides. 
The total number of gun crimes is as 
many as 500,000 a year, according to 
Justice Department estimates. 

Roughly speaking, that 
means that fewer than 1% of American 
guns are used in recorded crime or 
violence each year. 

4. Gun crime dropped even as 
Americans bought more firearms 
After the shooting at Sandy Hook 
Elementary School in 2012, 56% of 
Americans said gun crime had gone up 
over the past two decades. Only 12% 
knew that gun murders had dropped by 
nearly 50% since the early 1990s. Over 
the same time period, Americans 
bought an estimated 70 million more 
guns. 

This trend isn’t proof that 
more guns equal less crime—many 
factors drove a spike in gun violence in 
the early 1990s, and a drop afterwards. 


But it does show that the relationship 
between America’s high gun ownership 
rates and its high gun murder rates is 
more complex than a simple 
correlation. 

— www.gq.com October 28th, 2016 

NY Times Hires Self- 
Described “Hack” 

By Tyler Durden 

Politico's Glenn Thrush, the 
"journalist" who was repeatedly 

exposed by WikiLeaks for shamelessly 
colluding with the Clinton campaign, 
has been hired by the New York Times 
to cover the White House. 

“We’re thrilled that Glenn 
Thrush is joining The Times,” Elisabeth 
Bumiller, the paper’s Washington 
bureau chief, said in a statement to The 
Huffington Post. “He’s a premier 

political journalist, a master of breaking 
news and long-form story telling and a 
stellar addition to our White House 
team.” 

As a quick reminder, 

WikiLeaks revealed that Thrush sent 

the following email to Podesta back in 
April 2015: 

Because I have become a hack I will 
send u the whole section that pertains 
to u 

Please don't share or tell anyone I did 
this 

- www.zerohedge.com Dec. 12, 2016 

Ed.: Podesta was chairman of 
the 2016 Hillary Clinton presidential 
campaign. 

Archives available! Pass them 
around! 

Thanks to our hard working, 
diligent Archivist, all issues of the New 
Jersey Militia Newsletter from 1997 to 
date can be found online at archive.org. 
So grab the PDFs and pass them 
around via email to others who have 
never seen the hard copies. Just go to: 
https://archive.org/ and in the Search 
Field, type in “New Jersey Militia 
Newsletter”. 
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